THE  REBUILDING  OF  LONDON
a present of plate. The ^200 spent on this was generous
measure, amply earned. A knighthood, discussed at the time,
was to follow later.
Apart from everything else, however, the Fleet scheme is
of unique interest as a part of the general secular rebuilding
programme which can indisputably be attributed to Wren.
There is no evidence among the City's records, and I have
found none outside them, to suggest that he had anything to
do with designing the City's own buildings,1 but the Fleet,
for which the second Act laid down that the King's approval
was required, seems to have been evolved under his direction
throughout.2 The draft produced before the passage of the
Act was devised in consultation with him.3 The actual staking
was done in his presence,4 and it was to him that the City
turned to make or to sanction changes in work and design.
This control on his part went beyond matters of planning
and lay-out. He was actively and continuously concerned with
technicalities of construction and details of charges.5 Doubt-
less he was influenced, and perhaps guided, by Hooke and
Oliver, men whose experience and ability were comparable
with his own,6 Their signatures appear on decisive reports,
1 He was regularly consulted about the waterline, and the Monument and Temple
Bar have been ascribed to him. Failing conclusive evidence in respect of the last two, it
would seem better to suspend judgment about them. Wren was certainly asked about
the emblem for the summit of the Monument, but, if he designed the whole pillar, it is
extraordinary that there is no mention of this in the entry recording its approval by
the court of Aldermen (Repert., 76, f. 72v), and still more extraordinary that he received
no gift for his work. John Aubrey in his Brief Lives declares categorically that Hooke
built it, but Miss Batten (op, cit., p. 83) prefers to leave the question undecided.
2 The idea, of course, was not his. It was a generally advocated reform, of which he
was one of the supporters.
3 Reperi., 75, f. 227.             4 Ibid., f. 275V.
5 The Journals and Orders of the City Lands Committee bear repeated witness to this
and to the fact that the City looked to him both to suggest and to sanction changes.
For examples, see C.L.O., 1671-74, ff. 14, 3zv, 47V, 60, and Journal, 1672-74, pp. 15,
20,22.
* Hooke's Diary, op. cit., is disappointing. It begins too late for the report of May
1672, and its curt jottings, though they show that he was actively concerned in the work
of supervision, give no indication of how much he contributed towards the planning of
the scheme. The only entries which can be construed as bearing upon the latter are
those of October ist and of November 2nd, 1673, and they are too slight to build any-
thing^ upon.
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